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The application has been reviewed in light of the rejection dated July 7, 2010. Claims 1, 
4-7, 9-10, 12-17, 28-32, 48, 55, 57-59, and 61-62 are pending in the application. Applicants 
reserve the right to pursue the original claims and other claims in this and other applications. 

Claim 55 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Park et al. 
(WO 2004/077412; hereinafter "Park '412"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. Applicants 
respectfully submit that Park '412 is not prior art to the present application. 

The present application is supported by and claims priority to Korean Patent Application 

No. 2003-23727, Korean Patent Application No. 2003-23728, and Korean Patent Application 
No. 2003-23729, all filed on April 15, 2003, therefore having an effective filing date of April 15, 
2003. Verified English translations of Korean Patent Application No. 2003-23727, Korean 
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Patent Application No. 2003-23728, and Korean Patent Application No. 2003-23729 are 
submitted herewith. 

Park '412 has an international filing date of February 25, 2004, which is after the 
effective filing date of the present application. In accordance with M.P.E.P. § 706.02(f)(1), the 
foreign priority claims of the WIPO publication are not considered. Accordingly, Applicants 
respectfully submit that Park '412 is disqualified as prior art. 

Since Park '412 is disqualified as prior art, claim 55 is not anticipated by Ko '038. 
Applicants respectfully request that the 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejection of claim 55 be withdrawn 
and the claim allowed. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 10, 13-14, 16, 28, 31, 48, and 61-62 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ko (US 2002/0105868; hereinafter "Ko '868") in view of 
Park et al. (US 6,477,126; hereinafter "Park '126") and/or Ko (US 6,367,038; hereinafter 
"Ko '038"), and further in view of Park '412. This rejection is respectfully traversed. As 
discussed above. Park '412 is not prior art to the present application. Since Ko '868, Park '126, 
and Ko '038 are not combinable with Park '412, claims 1, 4-6, 10, 13-14, 16, 28, 31, 48, and 
61-62 are not obvious over the cited combination. Applicants respectfully request that the 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of claims 1, 4-6, 10, 13-14, 16, 28, 31, 48, and 61-62 be withdrawn and 
the claims allowed. 

Claims 7, 9, 12, 15, 17, 29-30, 32, and 57-59 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ko '868 in view of Park '126 and/or Ko '038, and further in view of 
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Park '412, and still further in view of Park et al. (US 2004/0179445; hereinafter "Park '445"). 

This rejection is respectfully traversed. As discussed above, Park '412 is not prior art to the 
present application. In addition. Applicants respectfully submit that Park '445 is also not prior 
art to the present application. 

Park '445 is cited as a 103(a) reference via 102(e), having a publication date after the 
filing date of the present application. Park '445 claims priority to an Korean application Korean 
Patent Application No. 2003-015634, filed on March 13, 2003, in Korean. In accordance with 
M.P.E.P. § 706.02(f)(1), at least because the priority application was not published in English, the 
reference may only be prior art as of its U.S. filing date. See, e.g.. Example 3 of M.P.E.P. 
§ 706.02(f)(1). The U.S. filing date of Park '445 is September 26, 2003, which is after the 
above-described April 15, 2003, effective filing date of the present application. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully submit that Park '445 is disqualified as prior art. 

Since Ko '868, Park ' 1 26, and Ko '038 are not combinable with Park '4 1 2 or Park '445, 
claims 7, 9, 12, 15, 17, 29-30, 32, and 57-59 are not obvious over the cited combination. 
Applicants respectfully request that the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of claims 7, 9, 12, 15, 17, 
29-30, 32, and 57-59 be withdrawn and the claims allowed. 
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It is respectfully submitted that a full and complete response has been made to the 
outstanding Office Action and, as such, there being no other objections or rejections, this 
application is in condition for allowance, and a notice to this effect is earnestly solicited. If the 
Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at the number provided below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: September 7, 2010 By: /Rachael Lea Leventhal/ 

Rachael Lea Leventhal 
Reg. No. 54,266 
NSIP Law 

11 56 15th Street NW, Suite 603 
Washington, DC 20005 
Tel: (202)429-0020 
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